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whom also he made the figurative days, the indef-
inite periods" Eph. 3:11, this reads in the com-
mon version: "According to the eternal purpose
which he purposed in Christ Jesus our Lord;"
but, by the proposed improvement, should read :
" According to the purpose of the indefinite periods
which he purposed in himself," Very fine!

Moreover, if the term day in Gen. i, may be
taken to mean an allegorical day, then the works
of each may be taken to mean allegorical works;
because allegory once admitted into a plain de-
scriptive narrative must be allowed to cover the
whole of it, and thus Moses would be satisfac-
torily disposed of in the estimation of Prof. Hux-
ley and his co-laborers. But since there is noth-
ing in the geological strata of the earth, or in any
geological fact that can be advanced as unmistak-
able proof of this theory, it is entirely baseless,
because a manifest assumption, unscientific, un-
philosophical, unphilological, and absurd.

The author of " The First Week of Time" is
an arm-chair geologist, agrees with Prof. Sedg-
wick, and thus nullifies the day theory (pp. 82):

"It was long since suggested that a day, thus mentioned,
might mean an indefinite period ; and this notion has been
eagerly seized by some geologists (Hugh Miller and others) from
a praiseworthy desire to show the accordance of the words of
Moses with the physical phenomena of the earth. But, unhap-
pily for them, if the words of Moses be carefully examined, it
will be found that none can be more clearly and definitely op-
posed to such an hypothesis. He says, for instance, that * God
divided between the light and between the darkness ;' the word
employed denoting an entire separation, as*it does when it is
said, 'The vail shall divide unto you between the holy place and
the most holy.' (Ex. 26 : 33.) No separation could be more